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ABSTRACT 

Four hypotheses are tqsted in this study: (1) that 
there is no significant difference between students in regard to the 
total number of stated -problems of adjustment; (2) that there is no 
significant difference between the two groups in adjustment related 
to either health and physical d^yelopaentr school^ hqme and family^, 
money^ work^ the future, boy-girl relationships, relations to people 
in general, and self--centered concerns, as reflected by the number of 
s^t^aiied problems in each of these areast (3) that there is no 
significant difference between the groups in the number of problems 
of adjustment specifically rela^ted to religion, with the all-day 
-group indicating a greater degree of adjustment,. Results showed more 
health and development and school problems and less feelings of 
security for day-school students. No significant differences between 
groups are found for the other problem areas. Findings are discussed 
in terms of Lewin's theory concerning ingroup and outgroup attitudes. 
' (Author/AH) 
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' Abstract 

, . ' m this study, JTcwish all-day school pupils vcre cosparccl 
vith public school pupils vlth regard to problems of ad.lustnait ^ 
end feeling of security, .Both groups consisted of 81 nale end oO 
'fcsialo cub^GOts of .similar a&e, religious orientation^ nationality 
and soclo-econoalc backfiroimd^ Tho Mooncy Problon ChodK Lirt^ a 
check list of »»problcias relatoci to religion," and on adaptation of 
the Maslow Inventory vere'^adialnistered, Tho analysis ^6f v;.r-- 
iancc-technlquo* vas used to doternino the significance pf difr- 
erence (05 level) ♦ Tho ADS group revealed roore HPD and S pr^blc 
and less feeling of security. In the nuabor of total MSonoy prob- 
lens and ia tho other problem areas, no significant difference vas 
found. The findings were discusised in terns of the theoretical 
backgcound presented, 

, ^ Tho Pvoblera 

^T. Tho nuabor of pupils attending denoninational schools throu^h- 

<u-t out our country has increased considerably since tho conclusion of 
O the Second VorXd Var, 'The signific-jnt and steady increase in the 
nuaber of children receiving their basic education in derjior;in.. t.v-;- 
al schools calls for a closer examination of some of the charrctci'--' 
•tcticc of •fehxB Jdnd of schooling. Indeed^ during tho past two 
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dcoados, .the controversy ov«r the .erlt. of puUlc ,crax3 soctar- 
'lan edud.tlon has assumed added pronlnonce vlth^n each of ..o«r 
aalor religious co^unltlos. The question Is debated vdth p^tlc- 
ulor Vigor vlthln the JevlsVco»».ity li. cox>l>eotiox> vlth the Jev- . 
ish All-Day school (also too™ by the Hebrew tern Xeshlva), a 
•"private school vhich provides Jewish pupils vlth a secular ai.d 
rdlElous education wltMa the saoo physical plant. . 

proponents of this type of school argUe with great conviction 
that aside. fro». assurli>g the perpetuation of Jewish spiritual and - 
cultural values, the schooJ. benefits the Individual student hy 
providing hl» ^th a high callher educatlcn and with the emotional 
■ security os'sentiol for adequate adjustment to life as a oeDber of 
a minority group. _ While the educational perits of the Jewish all- 
day school are often substantiated by results of achievraont 
tests, ita psychological effects uaon the student body regain wlth- 
in Che reata of speculation and suoject oo unsubstantiated c3^:l«.. . 

one argunient- Views the Insular envlrons,ent of the denoplna- , 
«onal school as the cause for the developinent of psychic barriers, 
and -emotional polarities within the child, which Bake adequate V 
adjustment »ore dlfficult^and less natural. Another approach stres&s 
the positive adjustment value resulting fron the cultivation of 
self-esteem, social solidarity and coheslvcness, characteristic of 
the homogeneous all-day school.- The latter approach appears to be 
to consonance with the concepts of Kurtlewin (15), emphasUing a 
child. a need of a feeling of belonglngness before he can gain the 
'emotional security to »a!£e outrcaches to other people. The diver, . 



gcnce of views on this quesf ion is perhaps duo to the vogucn..s 
of tho concept of "ad juotnjcnti% • as vol! as to the lack of €:npirlcal „ 
data* The<question aay he further complicated as a result of prior ^ . 
'^tural 'differ.e^ees hotveon all-day- school and public echool pupils, 
Binoe the former are reared in "families with similar social attitude,^ 
traits and leading taxpericncos, ^ 

Although a limited number of recent studies i^,b,G,0,12,lZ,lAjf ^ 
20,r.2,24> deal vlth the personality of Je-^sh all-day school' pupils, 
little eiapirical data is presented in connection with tlio above ^ 
question. • It was, therefore, the purpose of this, investigator to , 
coanare the probleas of Jewish all-day school pupi-?.s with those of 
their peers attending public schools, in a variety of areas of ad- 
justaent, to 'determine the differences, if any, between the two 
groups. It was .anticipated that within the liiaitations of this re- 
search, some personality conconitants associated with Jewish all- ^ r 
day school education would be established,which, analyzed in the . 
light of 'the theoretical dlscuss^in presented, would provid'e edu- 
cators with direcilons for action and suggest hypotheses for further 

rxJsearQht • , 

"Hypotheses- 

The following hypotheses wore tested: 

1. Thbre is no significant difference between the Jewish 
all-day school and the public school group in regard to total nua- 
bBP of stated probloma of adjustment 

2,. There is-no significant difference between the two groups 
la adjustment related to either "Health and Physical Dovelopns^-nt", 
•.school.*) «Home and Familyji •T^oney', Vork^ The Future"; "Boy and 



Olrl BoUtlonsn; ..Relations to People in Oonorol"; "E<.lf-c.r.tcred 
CoDOem».» as reaoctcd by the nmber of stated problems in eafth of 

f 

those aroas* 

■ 8. lb er-Tl^ DO slor.flcc,nt difference between tho two sroups . 
ill the degree of general 'foellng of security. 

• 4. There Is a alEnlflcant difference botweeS the t«o groups - 
■to' the- number of proble:ns of Mjustnent specif IcaUy relived to re- • 
aiglon; the aU-day school group indicating 'a greater degree of ad- 

in accordance with previous research rclatlngSo personality, y 
adjuatmait and the objectives of this study, it vas considered 
desirable to eqti^te the two eTporirnental groups as nearly as possible 
on the basis of age, nationality and ethhic baclcground of the pupils, 
as well as in acpor.dcaica with the socio-economic level and the re- 
ligious orientation of the parents. The study was, therefore, ^ ; 
limited to American bom seventh grade pupils of the Jewish faith, 

stemn^ing-fre^ middle-income hordes with a traditional religious or- , 

lentatlon. 

The All-'Eay School Group . . , ... 

A tota of 17£ seventh graders from "Eebraib" oo-educafclonal 
■all-day schools in the city of Bev york- «ere tested. This nu=.bcr , 
represented practically the a.tlre seventh grade all-day school 
population m the city. meotin»tho designated expertocntal criteria, 
-only-one school in this category did not find It possible to parti- 
cipate' in this siudy';,sice it bad previously been subjected to »ich 
research. After the eliolnation of students not living with both 
■ of theixunatural parents, those not attending their present school 
. ' •■ ■ ■ ■ 5 . 



for at loaat four yeara In succession, those nat nocting -the df- 
olgnated exp'eriioontal criteria, and those appearlnc not to roapond 
seriously to the questionnaires, a total of 137 subjocts « BX male 
end 66. female • reiaainpd to bo studied. 
Tho Public School'' Group 

The public school students were chosen fron aisong the pi^plls 
of afternoon Hebrew schools noetlng the designated oxperlraental 
criteria and located "Within tlte same gedgraphic area as the partl- 

cipating all-day schools* Thus, the study vas actually linited to 
a coiaparison of all-day school pupil^r. -v^lth public school pupils n/ho 
receive a religious education in afternoon Hebrew schools. Since 

♦ 

the all-day school population consists oriaarily of students from 
It traditional" or northodox" Jewish hoaes, only students fron? Hebrev 
schools affiliated with congregatib.ns of sitsilar rellgicua orien- 

tation wore chosen. A total of 173 seventh graders coiaprised the 

* Mr 

public school group thus selected. These students represented the 
entire seventh -grade population "of the first S Hebrew Schools ex- 
pressing their willingness to cooperate with this study and meeting 
the designated experimental criteria, After the ellroinatlon of 
subjects in accordance with the criteria previously described, a 
total of 135 subiccts 65 wJflelind ,50 fenale - remained. In order 
to equalize both exporinental groixps for statistical purpoj/es, a 
niiaber of aubjocts were randomly eliminated, leaving a final popula- 
tion of 81 male and 50 female subjects in each group, 

Instruijents Used . ^ " 

The concepts of ^tadjurtracnt-malcdjustmcnt" "security-ln- 
securltyw arc of ten usod intorchaiigcably and are In need of greater 



clarity, Knutson points out, thut "the conocpfc of personal security 
Is frequently coployod by social scientlsbs but many 6{ those vho. 
rind the concppt useful are not clear as to vhat they raean by' tho 
terra, V*hat some vriters refer to as security or ihsacurity is de~ 
fined by others a a adjustment or naiad Justmont^ high or low Ejorale • 
and the like ti(ii,p,i). 

Xn view of tho vagueness of tho concepts involved and the 
varied asjmmpticns concerning the adjustncnt of all-cJay school 
pupils^ It was deened advisablo to .select an appraisal device th^ t 
would be as divorsg; and as descriptirc as possible, rather thai one 
purporting to yield a qualitative index of "adjustiaent"^ The 
Kooney .problem Chock List (Jr. High School Forto, 1950 Hov,) (10), 
covering problems in the' areas of 1) Health and Physical T)6velop« 
inont'(H?D), 2) School (S), Z) Hoejo and ?araily (HF), 4) Money, 
Vork, tho Future (vm) , 5) Boy arid Girl Relations -(BG), 6) Rela- 
tlons to People in General (PG), and 7) Self^Ccntered Concerns (vSC), 
together. with a check list of probleas related to religion (b), 

' . • ■ ' r 

was considered rcost dppropriate for this purpose. Those chock lists 
as well as ^ adaptation of "The S-l Inventory" (18)," a oa curing , 
general feeling of security, and a porsbnal data fora soliciting 
the^ necessary background Inforciatlon, were administered to all sub- 
-Joots, j\noniralty was walntained throughout the study to cnhend.o the 
"accuracy of responsefri ' ' 

Statistical Treatracnt of Data . 

Tho total Mooney scores, tho individual pro^lom area s.cores 
and tho S-I scores were arranged in separate frequency distributions 
for each school group divided according to sex,. Thus, four dlstrl- 



butlons WQi^c set' up for each not of sco^opp and the moons vero coi:^ 
putnn for oa€b of the distributions^ In the case of the S-I and 
total Moonoy scores^ standard dcyiati^ns and wediana vcrjQ also, coc^ 

Tho-scoros for each of tho pro]>loio areas^ as woll -as the &•! 
and total Mooney acores vore then niibjectod to a two-vay cla35lfi<^ 
patlon analysis of varlanoo test (lO) to dotcrmino yhethcr ,thc sets 
of data are sufficiently different from ono anotfior for us to' reject 
tho hypothesis that thoy arose "by rdhdom sawpllne froB the sorao poivr 
ulatlonv In a two-va;^ classification problera, the setQ of data ar« ' 
differentiated on the basis of two experimental variables «• in our 
caoe, ochool and sox. This procedure enables us to dotcnaine not 
only vhethar differences among noens owe their divergencies to one 
varinblG or tho other, but alco, vhethor there arc interaction 
variations attributable to Joint effects of the two acting tosether. 
Throe variance ratios - .cqcignated "F" - are, therefore, derived 
as recult 'of this process. In the present eyperirocnt, one F re- 
veals whether the two school groups differ significantly in their 
nuabor of probleiasj tho other whether tho two sexes differ sig- 
niflcantly in the same respect; and tho third whether there^is 
any signiflcarit interaction between the faotors of school and. sex.. 

The V ratios hare.boeia checked against a table (8) t/hich in- 
difcatcs the critical points at various degrees of frecdoB, beyond 
which thoy are slgalflccnt on either the 1 per cent or 5 per cent ;* 
level, /ai observed F value which is lower thaii the one given in 
tho table for the specific degrees of freedom and the designated 
level of signlflcauco Indicates that there is no statistically 

- 8 ■ 
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slgriifipnnt difference or Interaction, Since It vas hypothoslzed 
la this invostlgation that no significant difference will be found ^ 

in ony but one of the areas' otudied?1^05 (5per ^enfc) level of sig* 

I* • ' • 

nlflcance waa designated as the criterion for the acceptance or 

• \ ' ' ' 

rejection of thia hypothesis* The risk of oaintaining th;L3 hy^o- 

■' . . , ■ a> . 

thesis vhcn, In fact, it laay^be false is thus reduced, as the 

designated criterion calls 'for its rejection more readily than doos 

the more rigid one C,01)iovol), requiring 93 per cent certainty, 

m vieu of the equality and sizes of the samples, the problens of^ 

hoDogenclty of variance rmd nornuility of population vere ignored, 

as suggested by the HDXperiiaonts o'f Norton (17)" und Boneau (2), 

Results • 

. • ' » ' ' * f " 

Table 1 reveals the mean scores for each distribution, acfebrd«» 
ing to school and^ex groups. Vhil^e sone trends as w6ll ar. the 

' ' » * 

direction of the dii'ferenc« in scores are apparent frow this table, 
one, must exaaine tables 2 to 4 for an analysis of the significanoe 
of the dlffercacG, * - 



Insert Table 1 about here 

Total Nuuibor of problems of Ad justDcut ^ ■ 

As can bo seen from Tabid 2^ while the difference. between the 
sex groups is statistically significant even on the O. per. cent level 
the dif^oi*once between the school groups did not tui-n out to be sig- 
nificant even on the less rigid 5 per cent level designated* The 
hypothesis tha^ there issno significantcdiff ercnco between the Jew- 
IsU all'-day school and the public school group, vith^xegard to total 



„^l.«r Of stated proWo»8 of a.d3u=.t=.nt,' was affi™«d. r,ex «lono, , 
,^thout the lntor;ction of ^S>ool, appeared to be a . signlf lc.»t factor, 
m ths'efia imdor study. • • » ' 



Insort "Table K about hcra 



\h« laok-of slsnlfdcant, diffevonce bot«ocn the two school t^n^> 
m 'total number of problems c&not bo totcrpretod to inply ttet they 
„rc- confronted vlth a stellar "problem vorld". Cio.cr analysis oC ■ 
tnaivldual pro^lm area» ^d specific proble^-iten.. .Indeed indicat, 
3lsnlfic™t dlfferen=o=. It ^ist also bc^doratood that the to«ra _ 
Ch«k UBt scores do nof.take into accoimt the intensity, of the prob- 
lens «arked or the orientation to problems of each pupll In ter^s 
of his unlqtio exp.orience. • . . 

Vhile the above findings tell voy Uttlo_ oonoomlnis the«prob- 
Xen Vorld" of the, two school' groupsi evidence Is presented" that at- 
tendanoe'la an all-day school is not nocossaxily aoc.oDpanied by slg- 
niflonntly i.ore or l«ss problems ^f adjustment.' Thus, neither tho : 
arguments of the proponents of this ■tyT>e of schooling, nor those of 
its o^oncnts; can be substantiated by the empirical evidence re- ^ 
vealod. one mat consider.the f,ct. however,- that possible dlff- 
■ erencos between the two groups in the nunb^r of problems of adjust- 

„cnt do not as yet ionlfest. themselves on -the seventh grad^ level, 
' or are not Deasurablo by the «ooney ProblZm Check Ust.. ' . ' 

llufflber of Problems In Specific Areas of Adjustnent 

T„hle 8 sunmarlzes the results fii the analyses of varlance-t*sts 
in rwponsS to the question whether sisnif leant differences cxirt ■ 
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10, 

botwocn tj\e all-day school Jind Iho public ccliool group in tho nuisfeer 
of stated problems in aiiy of tho <5ight spociric ar'oas of ntl^uyfefeent.. 



Inoort Tablo 3 about hor© - - - - , 

_ * ^ ^ v« ' 4IIIP iay* 

' yp-though significoni: »liffo3c-£.ncQ is Indic&tcd batwep£i-thc "eex 
groups in nearly all problcaa aroas, tho iichool groups <3 Iff fcUr signifi- 
cantly only in the number of Jt?^ unci n problciaG* In the other five ' 
Moonoy problep aroc^s^ as well ac in the area of Problenc Hclc^ted tp _ 
Religion (R),^no signifiCr*ntcdiffQrenv:© has boon, found* The hy« 
pofcUosis th;it no significant difference exists between thc'tv/o • 
sciiool, groups Kas thus confirmed for all but tho HPD and S Mooncy 
problem aroaa^ On the other hand, 'the liypothesis that oli-d'ay 
school students x-oveal Itoss^jrobleras related to religion tiuin pfxb- 
licssohool students had to bo ru^ccted on the basis of tho .findins8 
ivjoortod iavT.-iblQ 2, ',ffho 'diff oironoo'c betvesn tho spx group s are 

ttot directly relovrmt to this study, " \ . 

I * ' ' ' ■ ' 

1I!?D and s ProblciuTS • , 

, iHio finding that the all-day- school group is troubled by sig- 

nific-ntly nore" HPD und -S .pfoblera's a)ay ba dua to its exposure to 

considerably greater vork loads and pressure during tlio norii:ar school 

day. All-day school 'students are subjected to n. double -curriculua « 

one of secular and one of rblicious studios irivl^lving atost t'^rice 

as .uany subjects, more teachers, and. as a consequence, ccnEidorably 

oore scholastic pressure than their peers in public school. The 

double prograo of. schcol instruction results also In .& double jiiijic^^i^ 

BOhedulo of hoiDcwork assienaonts, further lengthening tho study day. 



Cinder those circumotanceB^ nclthv?r the cchoul, ndr th^ pupils but- - 
5l4c of school, oan nfi^rd to allov lauch timo 'lor .iSoctil, physical;** 
or'recreationnl activities* It Day be expected,^ therefor Q,^tliat 
aXX-aay achoaX guplls as a group, aispXay an< awareness of-Koro BBD . • 
•problcfDJs such as "not getting outdoors onough,-* »doa»t got^onou'gh > * . 
ffleepi^^ and "ovenf eighty w as volV as jboi^o S problecjs such eis "so 

• and »i worried about* grades, ^ > \ \ ^ ^ - s 

probXcEJS noXiiteti to HGllglon ' ' ^ , • . - \ . 

jTi'on] TabXe 2 It is ovidont^ that oiily in the a:i?oa 5i* ProblcDB . 

Related to Religion^ significant interaction hotueoi? ttui factors 
, of schooX Rua, uex is revealed. Since Q:<-orjintttion of tho Pioan scores 
.foy this problem area revealed thr.t c^ll^Csiy, school girls have the 



'.sanllcst numbor of problcaac, the t-tiXAt vas applied to <3eter23iiiG the - 
' • ", • • . ' 

. significance of th<!- difference bet^'cen the two feaale groups..* A >'t«« 
is. defined as the rutio^ of a derlutlon to a standard' ewr (C, p.r08), 
The larger, the t, the loss; li'tiely .it i& that it could occur by ranaon 
sampling, -^-n-this case, a t of .1.65 vas o'btoined, «ince 'a t above. 

t^qrjicytes that the chnnc.es ar-c less than 5 tiises In 1000, that a 
"t.as largo or l-^g^y could have occurred by^ chanoe, our obtnined t 
of 3,05 indicates that the dlfforenco botvf»>GU the oean fenale scores 
in tho area of Problems Holated-lio Religion is slsnif leant; oven bo- 
yond tho ,005 level of ccnfidenc<-v ,ft appear:;, {;hci«cfoj?Q/ th.:,t even 
though tho oxpectafcioy that all^diiy sfjhool pu;.ll3. lyould rove.al sig- 
nificantly less problena related to iv/ligion was not ''borne' out, for 
^be group as a wholo^ ya^ substantiated -for its^ f eraele pofnalation^ • 
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General' Teelta. of ?ecurity " 
Table 4 reveals th?t tne 

1, statistically siF-nificsnt even on tn 
t«o school .mp. . is. stati-t. ^ aifference betveen 

•, <r.f<^ cites that there is no significant oi 
,t also indicates ^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^^^ 

the sex .roup., nor is there any . ^^.trnnent «sea, 

variables of sex ana school-.. On the b.sis of he ^ . ^^^^^^ 
the exp.ri.Marhypothesis.that the ^^^^ ^^^^^ 
. Significantly in the degree of general, feeling o . ^ 
■•be rejected.. ' - - 1 



inseTfct Table 4 about here 



, • r..^ feeling of security than those in the all y , 
,ree of -^^^ " ^3,, ,„.i eating higher ..e.o«onal 

at variance vi h^^t ^^^^^ ^3,,,., .ehoolV boy.., Xt 

.ecurityv scores on^th P- ^^^^^ 

also does not appear to be _ aeveXo^r-ent of a 

^ „<• r-pwln (isy eiiix>h» sizing that the aevs . 
tioned concept of Levin (1 ) , . e^otion^r se_ _ 

positive feeling of ..bel on.ingnessi. leads V. 
eurity .ith .ich to .a.e ontreaches to other peop.. ^ ^^^^^ 

theories explaining ^^^^ZZ^^ -ion of thi-.art- 
related studies are discassea in. . ^ 



icle.. 
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Problein Are» Patterns ^ ^^^^^ 

■ analysis of 'prohle. area patterns 
Terences' h.tvee, the tv,o experimental groups.. ..s ca. be seen fro. 
tJ^les 5 and^e'.'listing the" problem area, for each grouu in ranV. 
order according to mean number of items- checked, both school groups 
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seen to be troubled most frequently by problems in the categories 

of SC and s; and least frequently by those in the areas of EP, MWF, 

and R. Considering the re: ats of other studies (1,7,10,21) it 4>'j: 
■ ~ . ■ * -.'■'•u 

appears that with the exception of unique local circumstances, these ^' 

characteristics are common among the general .Junior high school pop^ 
tilAtion. * ' ' ■• • V- 

Insert Tables 5 and 6 about here . ..' 



The all'-day school group revealed relatively more frequent con- 
cern than the public school group with problems in the area HPD, ' ' 
while the. public school group' gave greater priority to social prt>b- 
leras in the categorie$ of BG and PG» At the same time,- the all-day • / 
school group manifested considerably less frequent concern than the 
public school ^roup with items in the area of R. ^ 
_ Discussion 
A variety of conclusions and conjectures are suggested by the 
major findings of this "study. In regard to total quantity of prdb- 
leras of adjustment, no significant difference is indicated between 
the ali^say school and the public school groups to substantiate either 
of the theoretical assuinptions presented earlier, which ascribe poor- 
er or better adjustment to d enominational schooling, • Differences 
* are revealed,- however^ between the two groups in the number Of BPD 
and S' problems, as well as in the relative emphasis of particular" | 
problem areas. Jt must -be borne in nind, though, that these -quant i- • 
tative findings do ndt reflect the intensity of the problems marked, 
or the orientation to problems of each pupil in terms of his tmiipie 
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experience. , 

An analysis of the protlem patterns of the groups used in this 
investigation and of the samples of other studies cited indicater 
■ that, while certain problems are common among the general junior. 
■■^ high school population, others appear to he a correlate of eex, or ' 
of singular school" or environmental circumstances. The prevalence ^ 
of the distinctive problems manifested by our all-day school group'/ 
is supported by the findings of Levinson (12). From another study ^ , 
' .by the same author (13), involving all-day school groups on the 
/ college level,. it can be seen that some of the distinctive problems 

persist to a similar degree even on that level. , 

The'manifestation of greater insecurity on the part of '^the aU- 
■ day school group, as measured by the Si*-l" Inventory, may be a reflec- 
: * " tion of a variety of conflicts and pressures experienced by it.. For , 
the greatest- part of the day, the all-day school pupil is isolated 
from the other children in his neighborhood vith little opportunity 
to become part ^ of thenngang". His social end rel,igious distinctive- 
ness, vlthin a society that stresses conformity, results in feelings • 
of self.consciousness and anxiety. This distinctiveness ^Iso makes 
the all-day school pupil subject to increased discrimination and more . 
sensitive to it. A more highly developed superego due to the rellg^ 
gious training in the all-day school , presents an^additional cause 
for increased anxiety and conflict. Furthelinore,'as mentioned earlier, 
the intemalizatioh of Jewish religbus values through the influence 
of home and school challenged by cross-currents from the siajority 
culture via street, magazines, radio, T7, and other media of communi- 
cation, serve to bri^^ about serious cultural clashes. 

It is Important 4 bear inmmind that the all-day school group ■ 
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of this study is limited to pupils of the "Hebraic" or "modem" type*. 
These pupils are generally exposed to home and school environments / 
which stress integration vithin the hroader ^framework of American, 
culture, coupled vith the desire for maximal retention of tradiUonal 
Jewish patterns and values. The constant attempt at the synthesi_8_ 
of two natural ^B^ems and the accompanying inter-cultural conflloti . 

are a products of ' the peculiar 'rtmarginal'" situation of this group, 
which, according to Stonequist, (23) involves personal maladjustment • 
ranging from inner strain to a disor, ganizing force. These conflicts 
. are possibly exacerbated by intra-personal tension derived from a ^ 
clash between a strict value-system and a strong impulse potential. _ 
In. the light of these factors, one may expect manifestations of in- 
security to be displayed by this group. 

Public school pupils, on the other hand, even those attending ' 
afternoon Hebrew schools, are much more integrated vithin the general 
American society and considerably less concerned vith the retention 
of traflitional Jevish patterns. As determined by the Personal Data 
Form, the parents of 40 per cent of the public school group ( as- 
compared to 7 per cent of the all-day school group) are ^totally noh- 
observant of basic Jewish precepts. Nor can the five to seven hours, 
veeUy afternoon Hebrew school program be expected to effectively 
exert nearly the same pressure as the all-day school, in the direc- 
tion of religious observances. For the pupils In the public school 
group, the strain producing intra-personal tensions, es well' as inter- 
cultural, conflicts, are considerably minimized.. 

The so-called "marginal" situation characteristic of the "modem" 
all-day school group may be similarly mitigated for pupils in the . 
more traditional type of aU-day school, where homtf and school cn- 
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vIroniBents place little or no emphasis upon Integration within the . ; 
general American society. For the individual of this type, living 
primarily wlthi^i the confines and the security of his sub-culture, 
confiicts of the nature described may be roinimized, as the^ vere for 
the European ghetto Jew, living under voluntary imposed restriction • 
upon "social locomotion* "(J-S)' • .. 

The study by Henoch (9), previously quoted, provides evidence 
to support the above theory. In this study, the author compares 
a group of Jewish all-day school pupils of the -iDodern orthodox" 
type, with a similar group fro.r.a " Chassldlc" type, on- the basis oi 
the Rogerst Test of Personality Adjustment, the Rorschach, and a 
Background-Interest Inventory; con si sting of fifty questions7^"The 
n chaasidlc n group Is described as being "dlstlnguisKed by a vibrant 
soclo-culturai self-sufficiency, attempting to isolate itself to- • 
taUy from contact with the general American society." His findings 
indicate a considerably greater degree of anxiety on the part of the 
pu|)ils of the- "modem" all-day school type.. This result is explained 
by the author in terms of the "marginal" character of the "modem 
orthodox" groupj in^ distinction "to the "feeling of mystical group 
belongingpess" and iinified religious life-purpose of the "Chassldio,", 
group,. 

The failure of our data to support the theocy of L'ewin may be 
viewed in^ a number of ways. On the one hand, it is possible that 
the theory does not stand up against the empirical evidence presented, 
or that the all-day school is not the proper ground for its testing.. 
On the other hand, it appears likely that the S-I Inventory' measures 
areas- of personality not involved with "ground upon which to stand," 
L'ewin»s theoretical analysis centers around the type of "ethnic ^ 
security" related' to what is commonly referred to as "ingroup* and 
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itoutgroup" attitudes. The study of- Veiss (24y 'Indicating grf=ater 
tiemotional security" on the part of all^iay school pupils, simi- 
larly involved such traits as "na^ow clanishness," "resentment," . 
wauthoritarianisB" and "suspicicn" more closely associated vith 
.the above attitudes.^ The S-I Inventory; however, is concerned 
with some of , the more general' and hasic "subsyndroraes" of security ' 

such as* "feeling of anxiety," "compulsive introspectiveness," 
and "sense of guilt."' It is quite plausible, therefore, that vhile 
the'all^day school group manifests greater "emotional security" in, 
the experiment of Veiss, supporting the theory of t-evti, it shows 
up at a disadvantage .in connection with the syndromes of s^ecurity 
measured by the S^I Inventory^ - ■ - 

Limitations . 

It is important that the " conclusions *of this study be viewed in 
the light of a number of delimitations. Primary consideretion shotild 
be given to the fact that .statistical inferences must technically bee 
restpicte'd to" the hypothetical parent population used in this exper* 
imenf, although some generalizations may be .justified on a Judgemental 
basis "without the safeguards provided by the logic of ; statistical 
inference,!' (17) Thn present study was limited to American ;born 
seventh grade pupils of »«middle-incomen families. The all^iay school 
sample was forthermore. limited to schools of the ttHebraic" or ^Worn" 
type^ although the ideological constellation of such schools, includes- 
several types, representing philosophical and curricular differences 
ranging from rigid orthodoxy to near secialarism. 

Particular attention must be drawn to the fact that our study 
is limited to pupils on the seventh grade level. It is likely that 
differences manifested betVeen the two experimental groups- in thls^ 
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study disappear the^pi^pils pass through their adolescent stage,. 
This likelihood finds support in a study hy. Chein and Burwitz (3)^ 
which revealis that the older Jewish boys become, the more they are . 
dravn to the broader, the "in cornmon" aspects of thei American scone,, 
and the more they seek, general American friends- and activities. 

Vhil,e it is likely that some differences- between our two ex- : 
perimental groups vanish as the pupils, pass through their adolescent 
stage, it is equally possible that others first begin to appear be- 
yond the age level tested. Being Jewish may not be of sufficient* 
consequence to seventh grade pupils in a public school environment' 
to leave its mc^rk on the individual* s security. According to the 
tewinian hypothesis, .one might escape identity for a while, only 
to find it more difficiat when confronted with this problem later. 
In consonance with this view, the all-day school group might fare- 
better in cdnnectioh with, social conflict in later years, since un- 
like the Hebrew School youths, they have internalized strengths to 
meet it. 

In addition to the limitations imposed by our population, one 
must, of course, also keep in mind those 'resulting from the instru- 
ments used. Some of these limitations- and their possible effect upon 
our- findings have already been pointed (iut,. 
implications 

Vhile the present study is subject to delimitations of scope 
and methodology, it has shed light upon some of the personality 
concomitants associated with Jewish all-day school education., end . 
has contributed to the accretion of research data concerning the 
issues raised. Prom a practical point of view, the problem? re- 

,. ■'V- 

vealed suggest a variety of curriciaar implications and directions 
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for a guidance vro^r^^, of '.articuLr use to ell-day .chool author- 
ities.. It is ho.ed that the findings of this study will, stimulate 
»ore extensive investigations., n . tine vhen denominational sohool's- 
are assuxaing increasingly ™re i»,ortant roles vithin our society, _ 
rihe-rieed for-,further research on this important topic cannot he 

/overlooked.- • ■ ' 

^ • Summary 
' V rn this ..tudy'. Jevish- all-day school pupils vere comppred with ' 

■T)'ublic school T>upils',, with reeard to problems of adjustment and feer^ 
ing of security-.. .Both groups consi..t«d of 81 male and SO' f emPle sub< 
■ jects of similar age', religious orientation, natipnP.l^^v ,r^.^ so-io- ^ 
economic background The Mooney TProblem rheck ^ check list 

of "problems related to religion'," and dn .adaptation of the'T^aslow 
F-I inventory were admini.stered... The analysis of variance technique 
was u^ed to determine the significance off difference (.05 level'! .. 
The ADS group-, revealed mre IPD and fr problems and less feelinp, of 
security".. In. the number of t^t.=l Mooney r^roblems and in the other 

' problem areas no significant difference was^ found.. The findings 
vere discussed im terms" of "the. theoretical background m-esented. 
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Tftbl* 1 

Itean Scores for Ev^ry Ar#a^ Aooerdizig t« 

School and Sex Groups 
(n^SX &al« imd^foioalo in oaoh tohool group) 
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UaW Or •MP \ ., ?«!»),• Or •up 
111-Day Publio • -All-Pay Public 
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-.1 , , ■ 
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20.70 
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■ 4.38 . 
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2.56 
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6.04 j ^*76 


6.30 
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1 • ■ 
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^ • * 1 
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1 ^-2.88 


Probloms Rolatod 

1?o Holirion (R) 


\ 
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Kesult of the Walysls of Varlanoo Tost.APPUod to the Total. 
• • "Kooncy Chock List Scores 

'(W=81 "male -mid 50 female .in p-ach school group). 



Variables 



Observed F 



Piifrnificance 



Difference Between 
pchool, Groupjs 



2,49 



■ j7ot siKnifioont 



I 



Difference Between. 
Sex Groups 
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Fchool and' Box' 
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';01 level . 



Not~ 5ir."i^i°^""^ 



. 'critical p'on ^5 level ^S.Bs/on '.Ol 6,74 (on thn ^«is 9^ 
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\ 



V \poble" 3 ^ ^* ? 

^ y ' • — 
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... -^Tn;01 nscie axid/so f euiztlc in each school group)' 
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'.School Ground 



Sex Grounp 
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<^&,^bificaDt'on-.05 level».'.->w siKnfic^«nt on .Dl^evel.. 
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Results of the Analysis of Variance Tcct AiDnHfia to the r-^T Scores 
• (n=ftl mlo^^nd 50 female in er.ch school group). 



' Variables 



Oh'served F 



Significance 



Difference Between 
School. Gr our) s 



7.80. 



fsisnificant on . ^ 
.01 level 



Difference Betweei? 

♦ « 

Pex -Groups 



,B9 ■ 



not significant 



•/ 



Interaction B'etwenn 
school and S6x' 



/ 



.0017 



not significant 



Critical' P on .05 lnv«rl=3,SS, on .£)! "levc'l«'€.!74: (on t.ho basis 
of degrees of f>'eedoE)) • ^ .. 
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To.blG 5 ' 

^roblei^i&v Areas in ^arik Orrlcr Acc*.rdlnc 'to Mean Number of Items 

Checked' (KalA Grouoy ■ .. 
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Table 6 . • . ^ 

problem Areas in' Rank order' Jiccbrdirig to Mean Number of Items 

Checked (Fgicaie Group) 
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